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September 30, 1965
MEMORANDUM OF COBVERSATION

SUBJECT: ABM Briefing

1. The Army presented its briefing on the ABM
1ight area defense to a group composed of Assiastant
Secretary of the Army, DDR&E, Willis Hawkins; Assistant
Secretary of Defense, Systems Analysis, Dr. Enthoven and
Assistant Secretary of Defense, DDRAE, John Yoster. I
vas also invited to participats.

2. The prassmtation, which I will not attsmpt to
recount here at any leugth, followed the lines which you
are familiar with. (Specificslly, in susmary, that a - =
limited ABM defense comprising point defense combined with
ares defense can provide a major degrss of protaction
againgt future, relatively light attacks against the US.

The principal focus of the presentation was based upon a
projection of Chinese capsbilities through 1985, These
estimates were based upon a detailed study of intelligence
information cowbined with alternative projsctions of Chinese
economic capacitias in turn Lased upon altarnative politieal
assumptions. These projections resulted in estimsted
Chiness strategic nuclear capability ranging from 2 high

of over 300 werheads to a lov of approximately 150 by 198S.
The conclusien of the Army study is that the light area
defense could promiss almost complete proteetion against
light attacks of the sort estimated to be within Chiness
capabilitiaes through 1985.)

3. The analysis and presentation was complicated
and one would wvimt to study the assumptions carefully before
reaching final conclusioms ag to tha validity of the case
made. In general, howsver, the case appeared parsussive.
For example, as & projection of effectiveness of the system
it is estimsted that without an AMM the Chinese could exact
100 million casualties by 1985; with an ARM, making what

DBace s mg@%v s 4 (800 -
st e PSS R

{ )} CELETI Mon-fespoisine L > !

l( } CLATUIFY 23 (7S orl
( 1D




i

) uﬁu'pupott.d: to be couu_ﬁntiw ostimates, the Chinese

could expect to exsct batween O to S million casualties.

A. 1 focussed on two guestions vhich have particu-
larly troubled ws over the pagt seversl weeks in our owm
anzlysis of this issue:

a. Would deploymsnt of such & system bs destadilising
vis=a-vis the Soviats? The conclusion of the study is that
it would not. Vhen I asked the basis for this conckusion the
answer was that against a large and sophisticated inventory
which the 3ovists are presumed to have by the mid-70%'s, the
ABM would have only liwited effect and the U5 would geill
be deterred by the enormous destruction which the Soviat
offensive nissilas could exact. Curiocusly the Army's
presantation also explicitly comciudes that the ABM mm
should be supported becsuse of its militsary utility agaivst
the Soviets. I pointed out that this preseatation sounded
contTadictory.  Either the systex was militarily effective
against the Soviets, im which case it would tend to be de-
stabilizing, or it did not bave & major military effect
againgt the Sovists, in which case it wight or might not be
destabilizing.

b. Are we required to make the deployment decisiom
as a part of tha 1967 budget? The contantion in some quarters
is that dumuuthrat(goummad‘ehimhm 9
taken in the 1967 tudget. | (
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sctual Chinese accomplishmeunts. I1If this is true, it is
argusd we should begin without delay to deploy 2 system
since even conservative estimates of Chinese technology
aend productive capecity suggssts that they could have &
modersts nissile capacity by the time an ARM systesm was
fully deployed evem assuming a decision is takmm in the
1967 budget. Another varisut of this argument is that
since we mzy not have much advance warning of Chinese
misgile cupability we should reduce the long lead time
involved in deployment ¢f an ABM gysten by begimming
finaneing in the 1967 budget.

5. Most of the questions cams from John Yoster,
who appesred skepticsl of some of the Arxmy's calculatioms.
However, when we talked after the mecting it seemed clesar -
that he favored an ABM deployment. ~

6. I have suggested teo Enthoven that it might be
useful if wo could get the Secretary, together with a very
limited mmber of top Stats Department peopls, briefed by
Enthoven: on the tecimologicsal capsbilities of the light
area defense systam sod projoctions vhich underlie the
proposals vhich are mow moving forwerd in Defense. The
final Ammy presentation will be made to the Secretary of
Defense om October 8 and I would expect that we would
shortly thoresftar have Mr. McNamara's decigion. I am
informally exploring the fessibility of getting aside am
hour or and hour and & half of the Secretary's time for
the suggested briefing amd will check prier to making suy
formsl proposal to Enthoven.
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